The "Revolution-Civilisation" Party                159
colonial empire. With a defeated France before him, he could
have conquered it for himself. The monarchist reactionaries
reproached Jules Ferry with " playing Bismarck's game ", which
meant making France unable to think in terms of *4 revenge " in
Europe, To give a defeated enemy the means of obtaining
supplies of raw materials in Africa and Asia seems an odd
method. The Fachoda incident, however, clearly shows that
Bismarck's intention was to make an ally of France, defeated but
not humiliated, as he had succeeded in doing with Austria, in
spite of William I's contrary intentions, against Britain, the future
enemy of young German capitalism at a stage of dynamic growth.
In any event, whatever his reasons may have been, the fact
remains that he did not intervene, as William II did later, in
Morocco, nor use provocative measures towards the Republic,
whether his actions were inspired by prudence, wisdom or fear
or simply because he wished to reserve the activity of the newly-
created empire to Europe. He did not even protest that Ferry
had upheld the right of France to " intervene " in Europe and
had even pronounced words not easily forgiven to other
** national" leaders.
Ferry had said: " In a world such as this a policy of isolation
or non-intervention merely means the road to decadence. Nations
in our time are only great by their activities. To shine without
action, without taking part in world affairs, to regard any expan-
sion towards Africa or the East as a trap or doubtful adventure,
to live in such a way can for a great nation only mean abdica-
tion and descent in a far shorter tune than might be thought from
the front rank to the third or fourth or even perhaps last." And
he continued: "If France wishes to remain a great country she
must exert all the influence her status merits on the destiny of
Europe. It is essential that she should give the widest possible
field of expansion to her language, her customs, her flag, her
armies and her genius."
People prepared to accept ideas of a similar kind are scarcely
in a position to reproach exalted ultra-nationalists in other
countries for expressing the same ideas in a similar way as justifi-
cation for the unification of their nation. They should be in a
position to understand how and why Hitler's followers, their
brothers in ideology, reproached Bismarck for having chosen the
solution " Little Germany", refused the annexation of the
Sudeten, sought the friendship of France, and left the work of
" unifying " Germany to the " Austrians ", who from Integer's
time on were louder than the Prussians in their demands for
" Greater Germany". One ultra-nationalism is as good as